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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office action is responsive to communication received 01/22/2008 - 
Amendment. 

Claims 5, 6, 12 and 13 have been canceled, as directed. 
Claims 1-4, 7-11 and 14 remain pending. 

Response to Amendment 
The substitute specification, received 01/22/2008 is acceptable. 
Applicant's comments with respect to the drawings have been acknowledged. 

Following is an action on the MERITS: 

A significant portion of the following rejections is already part of a previous Office 
action. Those portions newly added have been italicized for the convenience of the 
applicant. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
overSiddall (U.S. Patent 6,095,930) in view of Wilson (U.S. Patent 5,071,129), Guthry 
(U.S. Patent 5,509,657, already of record), Susinno (U.S. Patent 2,822,614, already of 
record) and Lepera (U.S. Patent 4,598,911). The patent to Siddall shows every feature 
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claimed with the exception of a connection that enables the training device that both 
rotates about an axis perpendicular to the front edge of the striking face and is lockable 
in various positions. Wilson shows it to be old in the art to attach a training aid to a golf 
club so that movement both parallel to and perpendicular to the plane of the striking 
face may be realized in order to optimize the movement of the device so that a player 
may selectively customize the golf club to fit the his or her particular needs insofar as 
alignment or positioning of a proper stance at address. See the "SUMMARY OF THE 
INVENTION" in Wilson. In view of the patent to Wilson, it would have been obvious to 
modify the alignment aid in the Siddall patent by providing a suitable attaching means, 
such as a connecting piece, to enable nearly universal movement of the training device 
to accommodate a number of golfers. Note, Siddall does provide movement at least 
about an axis parallel to the face (Figure 8). Also, note reflective portion (86) in Siddall. 
With respect to the claimed lockable feature, note that the prior art is replete with 
examples that depict the use of a locking arrangement for a training device that is 
attached to a golf club. See, for example, column 5, lines 18-42 in Lepera. See column 
2, lines 22-45 in Susinno. See column 5, lines 15-33 in Guthry. These prior art devices 
obviate the use of a lockable support structure so that the position of the training 
apparatus may be fixed during practice, but at the same time adjusted to accommodate 
the training needs of a golfer or golfers. In view of the patents to Lepera, Susinno and 
Guthry, it would have been obvious to further modify the device in the cited prior art to 
Siddall by including releasable lockable means for the training device, the motivation 
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being to hold the device in one position during its use by a golfer and to allow the device 
to thereafter be adjusted, as necessary. 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 8, 10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Maroun (U.S. Patent 3,403,912) in view of Wilson (U.S. Patent 
5,071,129), Siddall (U.S. Patent 6,095,930), Guthry (U.S. Patent 5,509,657, already of 
record), Susinno (U.S. Patent 2,822,614, already of record) and Lepera (U.S. Patent 
4,598,911). The patent to Maroun shows every feature claimed including a prism 
arrangement, but fails to show a connection that enables the training device to rotate 
about an axis both parallel and perpendicular to the front edge of the striking face, with 
the connection including lockable means, as well as magnetic attaching means on the 
club. Wilson shows it to be old in the art to attach a training aid to a golf club so that 
movement both parallel to and perpendicular to the plane of the striking face may be 
realized in order to optimize the movement of the device so that a player may 
selectively customize the golf club to fit the his or her particular needs insofar as 
alignment or positioning of a proper stance at address. See the "SUMMARY OF THE 
INVENTION" in Wilson. Further, Siddall shows that it is old to attach a training device to 
a club head via magnet means so that the training aid is easily attachable and 
removable from the club head. In view of the patents to Wilson and Siddall, it would 
have been obvious to modify the alignment aid in the Maroun patent by providing a 
suitable attaching means, such as a connecting piece, to enable nearly universal 
movement of the training device to accommodate a number of golfers. With respect to 
the claimed lockable feature, note that the prior art is replete with examples that depict 
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the use of a locking arrangement for a training device that is attached to a golf club. 
See, for example, column 5, lines 18-42 in Lepera. See column 2, lines 22-45 in 
Susinno. See column 5, lines 15-33 in Guthry. These prior art devices obviate the use 
of a lockable support structure so that the position of the training apparatus may be 
fixed during practice, but at the same time adjusted to accommodate the needs of a 
golfer or golfers. In view of the patents to Lepera, Susinno and Guthry, it would have 
been obvious to further modify the device in the cited prior art to Siddall by including 
releasable lockable means for the training device, the motivation being to hold the 
device in one position during its use by a golfer and to allow the device to thereafter be 
adjusted, as necessary. 

Claims 1 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Avanzini (U.S. Patent 5,213,331) in view of Wilson (U.S. Patent 5,071,129), Siddall 
(U.S. Patent 6,095,930), Guthry (U.S. Patent 5,509,657, already of record), Susinno 
(U.S. Patent 2,822,614, already of record) and Lepera (U.S. Patent 4,598,911). The 
patent to Avanzini shows every feature claimed except for a connection that enables the 
training device to rotate about an axis both parallel and perpendicular to the front edge 
of the striking face, with the connection including lockable means, as well as magnetic 
attaching means on the club. Wilson shows it to be old in the art to attach a training aid 
to a golf club so that movement both parallel to and perpendicular to the plane of the 
striking face may be realized in order to optimize the movement of the device so that a 
player may selectively customize the golf club to fit the his or her particular needs 
insofar as alignment or positioning of a proper stance at address. See the "SUMMARY 
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OF THE INVENTION" in Wilson. Further, Siddall shows that it is old to attach a training 
device to a club head via magnet means so that the training aid is easily attachable and 
removable from the club head. In view of the patents to Wilson and Siddall, it would 
have been obvious to modify the alignment aid in the Avanzini patent by providing a 
suitable attaching means, such as a connecting piece, to enable nearly universal 
movement of the training device to accommodate a number of golfers. With respect to 
the claimed lockable feature, note that the prior art is replete with examples that depict 
the use of a locking arrangement for a training device that is attached to a golf club. 
See, for example, column 5, lines 18-42 in Lepera. See column 2, lines 22-45 in 
Susinno. See column 5, lines 15-33 in Guthry. These prior art devices obviate the use 
of a lockable support structure so that the position of the training apparatus may be 
fixed during practice, but at the same time adjusted to accommodate the needs of a 
golfer or golfers. In view of the patents to Lepera, Susinno and Guthry, it would have 
been obvious to further modify the device in the cited prior art to Avanzini by including 
releasable lockable means for the training device, the motivation being to hold the 
device in one position during its use by a golfer and to allow the device to thereafter be 
adjusted, as necessary. 

Claims 1, 7, 8 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Baugh (U.S. Patent 1 ,556,062) in view of Wilson (U.S. Patent 5,071,129), Siddall 
(U.S. Patent 6,095,930), Guthry (U.S. Patent 5,509,657, already of record), Susinno 
(U.S. Patent 2,822,614, already of record) and Lepera (U.S. Patent 4,598,911). The 
patent to Baugh shows every feature claimed including an apparatus with a suitable 
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cross-wire, but fails to show a connection that enables the training device to rotate 
about an axis both parallel and perpendicular to the front edge of the striking face as 
well as magnetic attaching means on the club. Baugh also fails to show a lockable 
connection. Wilson shows it to be old in the art to attach a training aid to a golf club so 
that movement both parallel to and perpendicular to the plane of the striking face may 
be realized in order to optimize the movement of the device so that a player may 
selectively customize the golf club to fit the his or her particular needs insofar as 
alignment or positioning of a proper stance at address. See the "SUMMARY OF THE 
INVENTION" in Wilson. Further, Siddall shows that it is old to attach a training device to 
a club head via magnet means so that the training aid is easily attachable and 
removable from the club head. In view of the patents to Wilson and Siddall, it would 
have been obvious to modify the alignment aid in the Baugh patent by providing a 
suitable attaching means, such as a connecting piece, to enable nearly universal 
movement of the training device to accommodate a number of golfers. With respect to 
the claimed lockable feature, note that the prior art is replete with examples that depict 
the use of a locking arrangement for a training device that is attached to a golf club. 
See, for example, column 5, lines 18-42 in Lepera. See column 2, lines 22-45 in 
Susinno. See column 5, lines 15-33 in Guthry. These prior art devices obviate the use 
of a lockable support structure so that the position of the training apparatus may be 
fixed during practice, but at the same time adjusted to accommodate the needs of a 
golfer or golfers. In view of the patents to Lepera, Susinno and Guthry, it would have 
been obvious to further modify the device in the cited prior art to Baugh by including 
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releasable lockable means for the training device, the motivation being to hold the 
device in one position during its use by a golfer and to allow the device to thereafter be 
adjusted, as necessary. 

Claims 1 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McGinty (U.S. Patent 6,923,729) in view of Wilson (U.S. Patent 5,071,129), Siddall 
(U.S. Patent 6,095,930), Guthry (U.S. Patent 5,509,657, already of record), Susinno 
(U.S. Patent 2,822,614, already of record) and Lepera (U.S. Patent 4,598,911). The 
patent to McGinty shows every feature claimed except for a connection that enables the 
training device to rotate about an axis both parallel and perpendicular to the front edge 
of the striking face as well as magnetic attaching means on the club. McGinty further 
fails to show lockable means for any modified connection. It is clear that a number of 
ways exist in which a training apparatus may be attached to a golf club. For example, 
Wilson shows it to be old in the art to attach a training aid to a golf club so that 
movement both parallel to and perpendicular to the plane of the striking face may be 
realized in order to optimize the movement of the device so that a player may 
selectively customize the golf club to fit the his or her particular needs insofar as 
alignment or positioning of a proper stance at address. See the "SUMMARY OF THE 
INVENTION" in Wilson. Further, Siddall shows that it is old to attach a training device to 
a club head via magnet means so that the training aid is easily attachable and 
removable from the club head. In view of the patents to Wilson and Siddall, the skilled 
artisan would have gleaned an appreciation of diverse techniques for attaching a 
training apparatus to a golf club. With respect to the claimed lockable feature, note that 
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the prior art is replete with examples that depict the use of a locking arrangement for a 
training device that is attached to a golf club. See, for example, column 5, lines 18-42 in 
Lepera. See column 2, lines 22-45 in Susinno. See column 5, lines 15-33 in Guthry. 
These prior art devices obviate the use of a lockable support structure so that the 
position of the training apparatus may be fixed during practice, but at the same time 
adjusted to accommodate the needs of a golfer or golfers. In view of the patents to 
Lepera, Susinno and Guthry, it would have been obvious to further modify the device in 
the cited prior art to McGinty by including releasable lockable means for the training 
device, the motivation being to hold the device in one position during its use by a golfer 
and to allow the device to thereafter be adjusted, as necessary. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: In line 10, "locable" 
should read --lockable-. Appropriate correction is required. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 7-1 1 and 14 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 

MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 

TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 

mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 

shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 

extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 

the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 

than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sebastiano Passaniti whose telephone number is 571- 
272-4413. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday (6:30AM 
- 3:00PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eugene L. Kim can be reached on 571-272-4463. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Sebastiano Passaniti/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3711 

S.Passaniti/sp 
April 26, 2008 



